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1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 9/29/2005 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-33 are presented for examination. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-2, 4-7, 10, 12-14, 16-17, 19, 21, 23-24, 28-29 and 31-33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saito, U. S. Patent 6,002,772 (hereinafter Saito) in 
view of McTernan et al, U.S. Patent Application Publication 2001/0047401 (hereinafter 
McTernan). 

6. Saito and McTernan were cited in the last office action. 

7. As per claim 1, Saito taught the invention substantially as claimed comprising: 
performing a registration process with a directory device, said registration process 

comprises a first client device specifying media content to download (col. 6, lines 43-44; col. 7, 
lines 48-50); 

software operating on said media supplier (note that it is inherent that the media supplier 
have data management program since the supplier is capable of encrypting the data content) 
encrypting and transmitting said media content to said first client device after said coupling said 
first client device to said media supplier (5,8, figure 1; col. 7, line 48-col. 8, line 6), said software 
regulates distribution of said media content (col. 18, lines 30-31, 39-40) (i.e. management 
program generates watermark and secret-key to regulate the distribution of content); 

said software (note that it is inherent that the data management center must have data 
management program, which is use for generating the secret key to the first client) transmitting 
to said first client device an encryption key capable of decrypting said media content (col. 18, 
lines 32-35, 17-20; col. 6, lines 61-col. 7, lines 13; col. 8, lines 14-19); 
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said software transmitting a copy of said software to said first client device (col. 18, lines 

17-22); 

said copy of said software operating on said first client device encrypting (col. 18, lines 
52-56) and transmitting said media content to a second client device (col. 19, lines 9-16); and 

said copy of said software transmitting to said second client device another encryption 
key (col. 17, lines 39-40, 52-56; col. 19, lines 9-16). (Note that the data content is encrypted 
with the encryption key generated by the management program and transmitted to the second 
user.) 

8. Saito did not specifically detailing the second client device receiving the same encryption 
key as the first client device. However, Saito taught the method of encrypting media content 
from the media supplier only with the second client device data (col. 19, lines 56-60). Therefore, 
an encryption key capable of decrypting the encrypted media content at the first client device is 
the same encryption key capable of decrypting the encrypted media content at the second client 
device. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Saito's method because it would increase the efficiency of Saito's 
method by using the same encryption key for decrypting the same encrypted media content at 
different client devices. 

9. Saito did not teach supplying a list of media suppliers after specifying the media content 
to download and coupling the client device to a media supplier. McTernan taught a directory 
device supplying to said first client device list of active media suppliers for providing said media 
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content after said specifying (page 3, paragraphs 40 and 42). McTernan further taught said 
directory device coupling said first client device to a media supplier chosen from said list of 
active media suppliers (page 3, paragraphs 40 and 42). 

10. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan because McTernan 5 s 
method of supplying a list of servers would increase the flexibility of the client in Saito' s system 
by allowing the client to select the best connection for delivery of content (page 3, paragraph 38). 



11. As per claim 13, Saito taught the invention as claimed comprising: 
specifying media content to download (col. 6, lines 43-47); 

software operating on a media supplier chosen from said list encrypting and transmitting 
said media content to said first client device (5, 8, fig. 1; col. 7,line 48-col. 8,line 6), said 
software controls distribution of said media content, (col. 18, lines 30-31, 39-40); 
said software transmitting a copy of said software to said first client device (col. 8, lines 
17-22); 

downloading to said first client device an encryption key capable of decrypting said 
media content (col. 18, lines 32-35, 17-20; col. 6, line 61-col. 7, line 13; col. 8, lines 14- 
19); 

said copy of said software operating on said first client device encrypting (col. 18, lines 
52-56) and transmitting said media content to a second client device (col. 19, lines 9-16); 
and 
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downloading to said second client device said encryption key (col. 17, lines 39-40, 52-56; 
col. 19, lines 9-16). 

12. Saito did not specifically detailing the second client device receiving the same encryption 
key as the first client device. However, Saito taught the method of encrypting media content 
from the media supplier only with the second client device data (col. 19, lines 56-60). Therefore, 
an encryption key capable of decrypting the encrypted media content at the first client device is 
the same encryption key capable of decrypting the encrypted media content at the second client 
device. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Saito's method because it would increase the efficiency of Saito's 
method by using the same encryption key for decrypting the same encrypted media content at 
different client devices. 

13. Saito did not teach supplying a list of media suppliers after specifying the media content 
to download. McTernan taught said directory device supplying to said first client device a list of 
media suppliers for providing said media content after said specifying (page 3, paragraphs 40 
and 42). McTernan further taught coupling said first client device to a directory device (page 3, 
paragraphs 40 and 42). 

14. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan because McTernan' s 
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method of supplying a list of servers would increase the flexibility of the client in Saito' s system 
by allowing the client to select the best connection for delivery of content (page 3, paragraph 38). 

15. As per claim 24, Saito taught the system as claimed comprising: 

a media supplier upon which software operates for encrypting and transmitting media 
content (5, 8, fig. 1; col. 7, line 48-col. 8, line 6) and for transmitting a copy of said 
software (col. 18, lines 17-22), said software regulates distribution of said media content 
(col. 18, lines 30-31, 39-40); 

a first client device coupled to said media supplier and for receiving said 
media content from said media supplier (5, 8, fig. 1; col. 7, line 48-col. 8, line 6) and for 
receiving said copy of said software, (col. 18, lines 17-22), said first client device for receiving a 
first encryption key for decrypting said media content (col. 18, lines 32-35, 17-20; col. 6, lines 
61 -col. 7,lines 4; col. 8, lines 14-19); and 

a second client device coupled to said first client device and for receiving said media 
content from said first client device (col. 19, lines 9-16), said second client device for receiving a 
second encryption key for decrypting said media content (col. 17, lines 39-40, 52-56; col. 19, 
lines 9-16). 

16. Saito did not teach supplying a list of media suppliers after specifying the media content 
to download. McTernan taught a directory device for supplying to said first client device a list of 
active media suppliers for providing said media content after said specifying (page 3, paragraphs 
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40 and 42). McTernan further taught a directory device for coupling said first client device to 
said media supplier (page 3, paragraphs 40 and 42). 

17. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan because McTernan' s 
method of supplying a list of servers would increase the flexibility of the client in Saito' s system 
by allowing the client to select the best connection for delivery of content (page 3, paragraph 38). 



18. As per claims 2 and 14, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed 
in claims 1 and 13 above, Saito further comprising: 

coupling said second client device to said directory device (col. 5, lines 24-30; col. 8, 
lines 37-47). 

19. As per claims 4, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed in claim 
1 above. Saito further taught comprising: 

said copy of said software transmitting a copy of said copy of said software to said 
second client device (col. 19, lines 20-23). 



Application/Control Number: 09/631 ,058 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2154 

20. As per claim 5, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed in claim 
1 above. Saito further taught wherein said copy of said software does not allow said media 
content to be downloaded without a client device interacting with its interface (col. 1 8, lines 12- 
16) (Note that the client device can obtain the encrypted data via the network. This means the 
client must interact with its interface in order to establish a connection with the computer with 
the copy of software to download the encrypted data.) 

21 . As per claim 6, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed in claim 
1 above. McTernan further taught wherein said copy of said software does not allow said media 
content to be downloaded by said second client device without said second client device first 
communicating with said directory device (page 3, paragraphs 40 and 42) (Note that McTernan 
taught a directory device for supplying a list of active media supplier for downloading the media 
content. This means that the client device must first communicating with the directory device in 
order to know which server for supplying the media content is active.) 

22. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan because McTernan 5 s 
method of supplying a list of servers would increase the flexibility of the client in Saito' s system 
by allowing the client to select the best connection for delivery of content (page 3, paragraph 38). 

23. As per claim 7, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed in claim 
1 above. McTernan further taught wherein 
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said directory device creating said list of said active media suppliers (page 3, paragraphs 
40 and 42). 

24. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan because McTernan's 
method of a list of active servers would increase the flexibility of the client in Saito's system by 
allowing the client to select the best connection for delivery of content (page 3, paragraph 38). 

25. As per claims 10, 21 and 32, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as 
claimed in claims 1,13 and 24 above. Saito further taught wherein 

said media supplier comprises a third client device (col.20, lines 28-32). 

26. As per claims 12 and 23, Saito and McTernan taught the invention substantially as 
claimed in claims 1 and 13 above. McTernan further taught comprising: 

supplying to said second client device a second list of active media suppliers for 
providing said media content (fig. 1 and page 4, paragraph 54). (Note that McTernan 
taught a plurality of clients (e.g. 102, fig. 1) can be supplied with a list of active media 
server for providing the media content. It is inherent that a first, second and third client 
can be supplied with a list of active media server for providing the media content) 
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27. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan for the reason set forth in 
claim 1 above. 

28. As per claims 16 and 28, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed 
in claims 13 and 24 above. Saito further taught wherein 

said first client device receives said encryption key from said media supplier (4, figure 3; col. 14, 
lines 28-35; col. 14, lines 4-16). 

29. As per claims 17 and 29, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed 
in claims 13 and 24 above. Saito further taught wherein 

said first client device receives said encryption key from said directory device (3, figure 
1, col. 6, lines 61 -col. 7, lines 4). 

30. As per claims 19 and 31, Saito and McTernan taught the invention substantially as 
claimed in claims 13 and 24 above. Saito further taught wherein 

said second client device receives said second encryption key from said directory device 
(17, figure 1, col. 9, lines 8-19). 

31. As per claim 33, Saito and McTernan taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 24 above, Saito further taught wherein said directory device for coupling said second client 
device to said first client device (3, figure; col. 14, lines 28-35). 
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32. Claims 3, 15, 18 and 30 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Saito and McTernan in view of Herlin et al, U.S. Patent 5,915,021 (hereinafter Herlin). 

33. Herlin was cited in the last office action. 

34. As per claims 3 and 15, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed 
in claims 1 and 13 above. Saito and McTernan did not teach said second client device receiving 
said encrypted media content from said first client device. Herlin taught the method of coupling 
said second client device to said first client device (col. 11, lines 29-40). 

35. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito, McTernan and Herlin because Herlin' s 
method of coupling the second client device to the first client device would improve the security 
of Saito's and McTernan's methods by allowing the second client device to request permission 
from the first client device in order to receive the encrypted media content from the first client 
device. 

36. As per claims 18 and 30, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed 
in claim 13 and 24 above. Saito and McTernan did not teach said second client device receives 
said encryption key from said first client device. Herlin taught the method of said second client 
device receives said encryption key from said first client device (col. 4, lines 22-33). 
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37. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito, McTernan and Herlin because Herlin's 
method of receiving said encryption key from another client device would increase the efficiency 
of Saito's and McTernan's systems by allowing the encryption key to be distributed by another 
user to increase the response time for requesting media content. 

38. Claims 8-9, 20 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saito and McTernan in view of Wiser et al 3 U.S. Patent 6,385,596 (hereinafter Wiser). 

39. Wiser was cited in the last office action. 

40. As per claims 8, 20 and 25, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as 
claimed in claims 1,13 and 24 above. Saito and McTernan did not specifically detailing the 
content of the encrypted media. Wiser taught that the encrypted media content include video, 
audio, graphics, software, or information (col. 8, lines 11-17). 

41 . It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito, McTernan and Wiser because Wiser' s 
method of including different types of media content would enhanced Saito's and McTernan's 
methods by increasing the field of use for his system. 
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42. As per claim 9, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as claimed in claim 
1 above. Saito and McTernan did not teach the type of device used as the media supplier. Wiser 
taught the media supplier comprises a computer (col. 6, lines 4-8). 

43. Claims 1 1, 22 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Saito and McTernan in view of Saito, U.S. Patent 5,867,579. 

44. Saito, U.S. Patent 5,867,579 was cited in the last office action. 

45. As per claims 1 1, 22 and 26-27, Saito and McTernan taught the method substantially as 
claimed in claims 1, 13 and 24 above. Saito and McTernan did not specifically detailing the type 
of client device. Saito, U.S. Patent 5,867,579, taught wherein said first client device is a 
computer, set-top-box, or digital recording/play back device (col. 23, lines 33-40). 

46. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Saito and McTernan because the combine 
teachings of Saito and McTernan would effectively cover larger range of use by including more 
details in his systems. 

47. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-33, filed 09/29/05, have been fully 
considered but are not deemed to be persuasive. 
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48. In the remarks, applicant argued that: 

(1) Saito and McTernan, alone or in combination do not teach software 
operating on said media supplier encrypting and transmitting said media content 
to said first client device after said coupling said first client device to said media 
supplier, said software regulates distribution of said media content; said software 
transmitting a copy of said software to said first client device. 

49. In response to point (1), Saito and McTernan, in combination taught the invention 
substantially as claimed. Specifically, Saito taught software operating on media supplier 
encrypting and transmitting media content to a first client device after coupling said first client 
device to the media supplier (5, 8, fig. 1; col. 7, line 48-col. 8, line 6) (Note that the media 
supplier must have data management program since the supplier is capable of encrypting the data 
content and transmitting the encrypted data content to the client.), said software regulates 
distribution of said media content (col. 18, lines 30-31, 39-40) (the data management program 
(i.e. said software) generates watermark and secret-key to regular the distribution of content). 
Saito further taught said software transmitting a copy of said software to said first client device 
(col. 18, lines 17-22). (A copy of data management program for encrypting data content on the 
client device is transmitted to the client device.) 



Conclusion 
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50. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. Any inquiry concerning this communication or 
earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to Philip C Lee whose telephone 
number is (571)272-3967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM TO 5:30 PM 
Monday to Thursday and every other Friday. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



PI. 




